
If not. I will send .lack Housenger an email tomorrow to let him know we will check Dr. 
Brcysse's schedule. 

Thanks. 

Veron ica 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto:Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:07 AM 
To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Cc: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD); Pohl, Hana R. (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 
Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you. I am 
the director of the Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that 
ATSDR is initiating a review of glyphosate. We are currently planning to issue a 
preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of our reevaluation program that 
reassesses chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a comprehensive 
evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted studies in 
support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that is 
available in the open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with 
Canada (although they recently have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will 
evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the environment though a 
number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are planning to put the 
assessment out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you your 
agency's work on evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our 
assessment, whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did speak 
with Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate. She was kind 
enough to return my call and explained to me that she would coordinate with us in 
doing her evaluation . However, given that our reviews would be basically be done very 
close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use of 
government resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the 
number below which is my direct line. Thanks and I look forward to hearing from you. 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 

2 
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Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Friday, June 19, 2015 9:48 AM 

Ogden, Jona M. (ATSDR/OA/00) 

Subject: 
Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/00); Knutson, Donna (CDC/OCOO/OCFO) 
Re: glyphosate 

Check with jimmy first 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 19, 2015, at 9:43 AM, Ogden, Jona M . (ATSDR/OA/OD) <ijgO@cdc.gov> wrote : 

Veron ica- didn't see this either. Yes, please send Jack and email and schedule a call. This one will 
probably require a pre-brief for Pat. 

From: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD) 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 8:36 PM 

To: Ogden, Jona M. (ATSDR/OA/OD) 

Subject: FW: glyphosate 

I I i .Iona. 

I am going throu gh my <::mails to ht: sure w1: don ' t 111iss anyone. 

Did Wt' respond to .lack I lnuscngcr as nr yct or is Dr. Brcyssc meeting with them in the near l'uturc'> 

ll' n\lL I wi ll sc11d .l ack 1 lousengcr an email lo111orrnw to Id him k11ow we will <.: heck Dr. Hrcysse·s 
'><.: hcduk. 

V cnlllica 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto :Housenger.Jack@epa.gov) 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:07 AM 

To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Cc: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/00); Pohl, Hana R. (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 
Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you . I am the director of the 
Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of 

glyphosate. We are currently planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of 

our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a 

comprehensive evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted studies in 

support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that is available in the 
open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 
have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to 
humans and the environment though a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are 
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planning to put the assessment out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you 
your agency's work on evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, 
whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did speak with Hannah Pohl who is 
assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate. She was kind enough to return my call and explained to 
me that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews would 
be basically be done very close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use 
of government resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the number below 
which is my direct line. Thanks and I look forward to hearing from you. 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 

2 
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Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Friday, June 05, 2015 8:54 AM 

Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHI/OD) 

RE: glyphosate 

Thanks jimmy 

From: Stephens, James W . (ATSDR/DCH l/OD) 

Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 9:46 PM 

To: Housenger, Jack 

Cc: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Subject: Re: glyphosate 

You should be hearing from folks in my Division, but they are in the middle of a move right now and a bit consumed with 

that. I'll check in with them tomorrow and make sure someone gives you a ring . 

Jimmy 

On Jun 4, 2015, at 9:41 PM, "Housenger, Jack" <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote: 

Pat, I haven't heard from anyone yet. Jack 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 22, 2015, at 10:01 AM, Housenger, Jack <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote: 

Pat, that's great. It's up to you regarding whether to participate . Just so you know, I 

am looking at it from the standpoint of it being a duplicative government effort given 
that we are currently in the midst of our review now which will be out in draft in 
July. Thanks Jack 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [mailto :pjb7@cdc.gov] 

Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 9:46 AM 

To:HousengeGJack 

Cc: Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) 

Subject: RE: glyphosate 

Jack - Staff at ATS DR will be contact with you to discuss. If it would help for me to 

participate in the discussions, I'd be happy to join in . 

pat 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto :Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:28 AM 
To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Subject: RE: glyphosate 
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Thanks Pat . I appreciate your quick response . 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [mailto:pjb7@cdc.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 201510:18 AM 

To: Housenger, Jack 

Subject: Re: glyphosate 

Jack. Thanks for the note. Let me look into this and get back to you 

Pat Breysse 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 20, 2015, at 10:07 AM, Housenger, Jack <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote: 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact 
with you. I am the director of the Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It 

is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of glyphosate. We 

are currently planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this 
chemical as part of our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals 

(pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a comprehensive 

evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted 

studies in support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the 
other information that is available in the open literature, etc. We are 
conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 

have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the 
hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the environment though 

a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are 

planning to put the assessment out for public comment at the end of 
July. I'd like to discuss with you your agency's work on evaluating this 
chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, 
whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did 

speak with Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for 

glyphosate . She was kind enough to return my call and explained to me 

that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation . However, 

given that our reviews would be basically be done very close in time to 

one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use of 
government resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be 

reached at the number below which is my direct line. Thanks and I look 

forward to hearing from you . 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 

2 
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Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 
Sent: 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Friday, May 22, 2015 9:46 AM 

'Housenger, Jack' 
Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHI/OD) 

RE: glyphosate 

Jack - Staff at ATSDR will be contact with you to discuss. If it would help for me to participate in the discussions, 1
1 
d be 

happy to joi n in . 

pat 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto:Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:28 AM 

To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Subject: RE : glyphosate 

Thanks Pa t . I appreciate your quick response. 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [mailto :pjb7@cdc.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:18 AM 

To: Housenger, Jack 
Subject: Re: glyphosate 

Jack. Thanks for the note. Let me look into this and get back to you 

Pat Breysse 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 20, 2015, at 10:07 AM, Housenger, Jack <Housenger.Jack@epa .gov> wrote: 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you . I am the director of the 

Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of 
glyphosate . We are currently planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of 

our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a 
comprehensive evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted studies in 

support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that is available in the 
open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 
have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to 

humans and the environment though a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are 
planning to put the assessment out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you 

your agency's work on evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, 

whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did speak with Hannah Pohl who is 

assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate. She was kind enough to return my call and explained to 
me that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation . However, given that our reviews would 

be basically be done very close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use 

of government resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the number below 
which is my direct line. Thanks and I look forward to hearing from you. 
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Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 

2 

9 of 176 



Breysse, Patrick N. {CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:16 AM 

Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) 

Fwd: glyphosate 

Can we discuss today or tomorrow 

p 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: " Housenger, Jack" <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> 

Date: May 20, 2015 at 10:07:09 AM EDT 

To: "pjb7@cdc.gov" <pjb7@cdc.gov> 

Cc: "ioxO@cdc.gov" <jg_xO@cdc.gov>, "HRP1@cdc.gov" <HHPl@cdc.gov> 

Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you . I am the director of the 

Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of 

glyphosate. We are currently planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of 

our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a 

comprehensive evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted studies in 

support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that is available in the 

open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 

have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to 

humans and the environment though a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are 

planning to put the assessment out for public comment at the end of July. I' d like to discuss with you 

your agency's work on evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, 

whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did speak with Hannah Pohl who is 

assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate . She was kind enough to return my call and explained to 

me that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews would 

be basically be done very close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use 

of government resources. I' d like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the number below 

which is my direct line . Thanks and I look forward to hearing from you . 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 

Office of Pesticide Programs 

703-308-8163 
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Veronica-didn't see this either. Yes, please send Jack and email and schedule a call. 

This one will probably require a pre-brief for Pat. 

From: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD) 

Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 8:36 PM 

To: Ogden, Jona M . (ATSDR/OA/OD) 
Subject: FW: glyphosate 

I Ii .Iona, 

I am going th rough my emails to he sure we dn11 ·1 miss anyone. 

!.>id we rcspllnd 10 .lack I lo11se11 ger a~ nr yel or is Dr. llreyssc meeting with them in the 
near f'u l 11rc') 

If" not, I \\·ill semi .lack I lo11scngcr an Clllail lolllorrow to let him know we will check Dr. 
13rl'\ s~e ·s schedule. 

f"11a11ks. 

Verrn1 ica 

From: Housenger, Jack lmailto: Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:07 AM 

To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Cc: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD); Pohl, Hana R. (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 

Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you.tam 
the director of the Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that 
ATS DR is initiating a review of glyphosate. We are currently planning to issue a 
preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of our reevaluation program that 

reassesses chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years . The assessment is a comprehensive 

eva luation of the information that is available to us through submitted studies in 

support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that is 

available in the open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with 
Canada (although they recently have put out their assessment). Our assessment will 

evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the environment though a 
number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are planning to put the 
assessment out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you your 
agency's work on evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our 

assessment, whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did speak 

with Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate. She was kind 
enough to return my call and explained to me that she would coordinate with us in 

doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews would be basically be done very 

close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use of 
government resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the 

number below which is my direct line. Thanks and I look forward to hearing from you . 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 

2 
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Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Housenger. Jack < Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> 

Saturday. June 06, 2015 8:44 AM 
Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHI/OD) 

Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Re: glyphosate 

Jimmy, Thanks. I appreciate that. I did get a call from Henry Abbott. However, I was tied up all day with anthrax. I'll get in 

touch with him on Monday. Thanks again . Jack. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 4, 2015, at 9:46 PM, Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) <jws9@cdc.gov> wrote: 

You should be hearing from folks in my Division, but they are in the middle of a move right now and a bit 

consumed with that. I'll check in with them tomorrow and make sure someone gives you a ring. 

Jimmy 

On Jun 4, 2015, at 9:41 PM, "Housenger, Jack" <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote: 

Pat, I haven't heard from anyone yet. Jack 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 22, 2015, at 10:01 AM, Housenger, Jack <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote: 

Pat, that's great. It's up to you regarding whether to participate. Just 

so you know, I am looking at it from the standpoint of it being a 

duplicative government effort given that we are currently in the midst 

of our review now which will be out in draft in July. Thanks Jack 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) fmailto:pjb7@cdc.gov] 
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 9:46 AM 

To: Housenger, Jack 

Cc: Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) 

Subject: RE: glyphosate 

Jack - Staff at ATS DR will be contact with you to discuss. If it would help 

for me to pa11icipate in the discussions, I'd be happy to join in . 

pat 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto:Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:28 AM 

To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Subject: RE: glyphosate 
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Thanks Pat. I appreciate your quick response. 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [rnailto :pjb7@cdc.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:18 AM 

To:Housenge~Jack 

Subject: Re: glyphosate 

Jack. Thanks for the note. Let me look into this and get back to you 

Pat Breysse 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 20, 2015, at 10:07 AM, Housenger, Jack 

<Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote : 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in 
getting in contact with you . I am the director of the 

Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our 
understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of 
glyphosate . We are currently planning to issue a 

preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of 

our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals 

(pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a 

comprehensive evaluation of the information that is 

available to us through submitted studies in support of 

the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the 

other information that is available in the open 

literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation 

jointly with Canada (although they recently have put 
out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the 
hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the 
environment though a number of pathways resulting 
from the registered uses. We are planning to put the 
assessment out for public comment at the end of 
July. I'd like to discuss with you your agency's work on 
evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to 

issuing our assessment, whether it you would still feel 

the need to do your assessment. I did speak with 

Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for 
glyphosate. She was kind enough to return my call and 
explained to me that she would coordinate with us in 
doing her evaluation . However, given that. our reviews 

would be basically be done very close in time to one 
another, there is a question of whether this is a good 
use of government resources. I'd like to talk to you 
about this and can be reached at the number below 

which is my direct line . Thanks and I look forward to 

hearing from you. 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 

2 
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703-308-8163 

3 
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Breysse, Patrick N. {CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Housenger, Jack < Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> 

Friday, June 05, 2015 6:17 AM 

Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCH!/OD) 
Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Re: glyphosate 

Ok. Thanks 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 4, 2015, at 9:46 PM, Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DC!-11/0D) <jws9@cdc.gov> wrote: 

You should be hearing from folks in my Division, but they are in the middle of a move right now and a bit 

consumed with that. I'll check in with them tomorrow and make sure someone gives you a ring. 

Jimmy 

On Jun 4, 2015, at 9:41 PM, "Housenger, Jack" <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote: 

Pat, I haven't heard from anyone yet. Jack 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 22, 2015, at 10:01 AM, Housenger, Jack <Housenger.Jack@lepa.gov> wrote: 

Pat, that' s great . It's up to you regarding whether to participate . Just 

so you know, I arn looking at it from the standpoint of it being a 

duplicative government effort given that we are currently in the midst 

of our review now which will be out in draft in July . Thanks Jacl1 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. {CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [mailto:pjb7@cdc .gov] 
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 9:46 AM 

To:Housenge~Jack 

Cc: Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) 

Subject: RE : glyphosate 

Jack - Staff at ATSDR will be contact with you to discuss. If it would help 

for me to participate in the discussions, I'd be happy to join in. 

pat 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto:Housenger.Jack@epa .gov) 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:28 AM 

To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Subject: RE : glyphosate 

Thanks Pat . I appreciate your quick response . 
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From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [mailto:pjb7@cdc.gov) 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:18 AM 

To: Housenger, Jack 

Subject: Re: glyphosate 

Jack. Thanks for the note. Let me look into this and get back to you 

Pat Breysse 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 20, 2015, at 10:07 AM, Housenger, Jack 
<Housenger.Jack@epa .gov> wrote: 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in 

getting in contact with you. I am the director of the 

Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our 

understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of 

glyphosate. We are currently planning to issue a 

preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of 

our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals 
(pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a 
comprehensive evaluation of the information that is 
available to us through submitted studies in support of 

the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the 

other information that is available in the open 

literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation 

jointly with Canada (although they recently have put 

out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the 

hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the 

environment though a number of pathways resulting 

from the registered uses. We are planning to put the 
assessment out for public comment at the end of 

July. I'd like to discuss with you your agency's work on 
eva luating this chemical and, given that we are close to 

issuing our assessment, whether it you would still feel 

the need to do your assessment. I did speak with 

Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for 

glyphosate . She was kind enough to return my call and 
explained to me that she would coordina te with us in 

doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews 
would be basically be done very close in time to one 

another, there is a question of whether this is a good 

use of government resources. I'd like to talk to you 

about this and can be reached at the number below 

which is my direct line. Thanks and I look forward to 

hearing from you. 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 

2 
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Thanks. 

Veronica 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto:Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:07 AM 

To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Cc: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD); Pohl, Hana R. (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 

Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you. I am 

the director of the Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that 

ATSDR is initiating a review of glyphosate. We are currently planning to issue a 

preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of our reevaluation program that 

reassesses chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a comprehensive 

evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted studies in 

support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that is 

available in the open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with 
Canada (although they recently have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will 

evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the environment though a 

number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are planning to put the 

assessment out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you your 

agency's work on evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our 

assessment, whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did speak 

with Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate. She was kind 

enough to return my call and explained to me that she would coordinate with us in 

doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews would be basically be done very 

close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use of 
government resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the 
number below which is my direct line. Thanks and I look forward to hearing from you. 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 

Office of Pesticide Programs 

703-308-8163 

2 
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Ogden, Jona M. (A TSDR/OA/00) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ogden, Jona M. (ATSDR/OA/00) 
Friday, June 19, 2015 9:44 AM 
Abadin, Henry (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 
FW: glyphosate 

Henry-just an FYI. Don't forward this to anyone © . I think we'll set up a pre-brief with you/ed before Pat calls him. 

From: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD) 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 8:36 PM 
To: Ogden, Jona M . (ATSDR/OA/OD) 
Subject: FW: glyphosate 

I Ii Jona. 

I am going through my emails to be sure we don ' t miss anyone. 

Diel we respond to Jack Housenger as oi' yet or is Dr. Brcysse meeting with them in the near future? 

If not. I wi ll send Jack Houscngcr an email tomorrow to let him know we will check Dr. Breysse's schedule. 

Thanks. 

Veronica 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto :Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:07 AM 
To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Cc: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD); Pohl, Hana R. (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 
Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you . I am the director of the Office of 
Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of glyphosate. We are currently 

planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of our reevaluation program that reassesses 

chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a comprehensive evaluation of the information that is available 
to us through submitted studies in support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that 

is available in the open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 

have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the 

environment though a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are planning to put the assessment 
out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you your agency's work on evaluating this chemical 

and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I 
did speak with Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate . She was kind enough to return my call 
and explained to me that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews would 
be basically be done very close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use of government 
resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the number below which is my direct line. Thanks and 

I look forward to hearing from you . 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 
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Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Ogden, Jona M. (ATSDR/OA/OD) 
Friday, June 19, 2015 9:43 AM 
Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/00) 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Knutson, Donna (CDC/OCOO/OCFO); Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
RE: glyphosate 

Veronica- didn't see this either. Yes, please send Jack and email and schedule a call. This one will probably require a 

pre-brief for Pat. 

From: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD) 
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 8:36 PM 

To: Ogden, Jona M. (ATSDR/OA/OD) 

Subject: FW: glyphosate 

I Ii fona. 

I <till going th rough Ill )' email s lo h1.: sur1.: we don ' t miss anyune. 

I )id \H' respond to .l: ll.: 1' I lt111srngcr as o f' ye t mis Dr. Brcyss1.: 1m:ding with them in tile 11car future'! 

ll'1llH . I will s~'nd .l ad I lnt1srng1.:r an c11u1il tu11w1Tuw t11 let him know w1.: will chcd. Dr. lln;yss1.: ' s st:hcdulc . 

From: Housenger, Jack (rnailto : Ho u ~enge r.Ja cl<@ epa.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:07 AM 
To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
Cc: Chew, Veronica S. (ATSDR/OA/OD); Pohl, Hana R. (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 

Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you . I am the director of the Office of 

Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of glyphosate. We are currently 
planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of our reevaluation program that reassesses 

chemicals (pesticides) every 15 years. The assessment is a comprehensive evaluation of the information that is available 
to us through submitted studies in support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that 
is available in the open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 
have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the 

environment though a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are planning to put the assessment 

out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you your agency's work on evaluating this chemical 

and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I 

did speak with Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate. She was kind enough to return my call 
and explained to me that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews would 
be basically be done very close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use of government 
resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the number below which is my direct line. Thanks and 
I look forward to hearing from you . 
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Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 
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Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCH!/OD) 

Thursday, May 21, 2015 1:38 PM 

Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 
RE: glyphosate 

I spoke with Ed and Henry. Basically I think they would welcome the discussion with EPA, but said so far they haven't 
been successful at seeing draft cop ies of the EPA document. Henry thinks the EPA work overlaps but isn't totally 
duplicative, but he does think it would be good to be in sync. So I think we would all welcome further discussion with 
EPA but would hope to use it to help us find out more about what they are doing. 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH} 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:16 AM 

To: Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD} 

Subject: Fwd: glyphosate 

Can we discuss today or tomorrow 

p 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Housenger, Jack" <Housenger.Jack(rDrngQy> 

Date: May 20, 2015 at 10:07:09 AM EDT 
To: "pjb7@cdc.gov" <QlQJ@cclc.gov> 
Cc: "ioxO@ccic.gov" <ioxO@cdc.gov>, "HHPl@cdc.gm( <HHPl@cdc.gov> 
Subject: glyphosate 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact with you . I am the director of the 

Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of 

glyphosate. We are currently planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this chemical as part of 
our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals (pesticides} every 15 years. The assessment is a 

comprehensive evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted studies in 
support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the other information that is available in the 

open literature, etc. We are conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 
have put out their assessment}. Our assessment will evaluate the hazard, exposure and risks both to 
humans and the environment though a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are 
planning to put the assessment out for public comment at the end of July. I'd like to discuss with you 

your agency's work on evaluating this chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, 
whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did speak with Hannah Pohl who is 
assigned to do the assessment for glyphosate . She was kind enough to return my call and explained to 
me that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation. However, given that our reviews would 

be basically be done very close in time to one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use 
of government resources. I'd like to talk to you about this and can be reached at the number below 
which is my direct line . Thanks and I look forward to hearing from you. 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
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Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 
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Abadin, Henry (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 

From: 

Sent: 
Abadin, Henry (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 
Tuesday, June 09, 2015 12:58 PM 

To: 
Subject: 

Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHI/OD); Murray, Ed (ATSDR/DTHHS/OD) 

RE: glyphosate 
Attachments: GAO Report_2014.pdf 

I spoke with Jack Housenger this morning. 

I told him that we did not believe that we are duplicating efforts. I pointed out the GAO investigation of ATSDR, EPA, 
NIOSH, NTP, and OSHA which was completed last year. The final report (attached) concluded that the "chemical toxicity 

assessment activities at these five federal agencies are fragmented and overlapping, gut GAO did not find evidence that 
these activities are duplicative." 

Nevertheless, we did not have a problem with putting the glyphosate profile on hold, pending the OPP final report. 

Henry 

From: Murray, Ed (ATSDR/DTHHS/OD) 

Sent: Friday, June 05, 2015 7:59 PM 

To: Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD} 

Cc: Abadin, Henry (ATSDR/DTHHS/ETB) 

Subject: Re : glyphosate 

Henry will contact 

H. Edward Murray, Ph.D., Captain, USPHS 

Deputy Director 

Division of Toxicology and Human Health Sciences 

Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) 

On Jun 5, 2015, at 8:20 AM, Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) <jws9@cdc.gov> wrote: 

Can either you are Henry please contact him? 

From: Housenger, Jack [mailto:Housenger.Jack@epa.gov] 

Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 9:41 PM 
To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH} 

Cc: Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) 
Subject: Re : glyphosate 

Pat, I haven't heard from anyone yet. Jack 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 22, 2015, at 10:01 AM, Housenger, Jack <Housenger.Jack@epa.gov> wrote: 

Pat, that's great. It's up to you regarding whether to participate . Just so you know, I 
am looking at it from the standpoint of it being a duplicative government effort given 

59of176 



that we are currently in the midst of our review now which will be out in draft in 

July . Thanks Jack 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [ !l!.!!i.!.~9 . .:J?.lQz.@..flli:..:gQ~ ] 
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 9:46 AM 

To: Housenger, Jack 

Cc: Stephens, James W. (ATSDR/DCHl/OD) 

Subject: RE: glyphosate 

Jack - Staff at ATSDR will be contact with you to discuss. If it woulrl help for rne to 

participate in the discussions, I' d be happy to join in. 

pat 

From: Housenger, Jack (!1_!.£1llLQJ:.to~~~grIB~"IJi!.\:t@.~1~9Y. l 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:28 AM 

To: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) 

Subject: RE: glyphosate 

Thanks Pat. I zipp rec iate your quick response. 

From: Breysse, Patrick N. (CDC/ONDIEH/NCEH) [!:!l!!i!!9.:Itlh7.@.<J1l.:);ov] 

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:18 AM 

To: Housenger, Jack 

Subject: Re : glyphosate 

Jack. Thanks for the note . Let me look into this and get back to you 

Pat Breysse 

Sent from my iPhone 

On May 20, 2015, at 10:07 AM, Housenger, Jack <Hou~e nge r .Jac k (i:i:lepa.r,ov> wrote : 

Patrick, Veronica was kind enough to help me out in getting in contact 

with you . I am the director of the Office of Pesticide Programs at EPA. It 

is our understanding that ATSDR is initiating a review of glyphosate. We 

are currently planning to issue a preliminary risk assessment for this 

chemical as part of our reevaluation program that reassesses chemicals 

(pesticides) every 15 years . The assessment is a comprehensive 

evaluation of the information that is available to us through submitted 

studies in support of the registration of this pesticide as well as all of the 

other information that is available in the open literature, etc. We are 

conducting this reevaluation jointly with Canada (although they recently 

have put out their assessment) . Our assessment will evaluate the 

hazard, exposure and risks both to humans and the environment though 
a number of pathways resulting from the registered uses. We are 
planning to put the assessment out for public comment at the end of 
July. I'd like to discuss with you your agency's work on evaluating this 

chemical and, given that we are close to issuing our assessment, 
whether it you would still feel the need to do your assessment. I did 

speak with Hannah Pohl who is assigned to do the assessment for 
2 
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glyphosate. She was kind enough to return my call and explained to me 
that she would coordinate with us in doing her evaluation. However, 

given that our reviews would be basically be done very close in time to 
one another, there is a question of whether this is a good use of 
government resources. I'd like to talk to you about th is and can be 
reached at the number below which is my direct line. Thanks and I look 

forward to hearing from you. 

Jack E. Housenger, Director 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
703-308-8163 

3 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Reply to: OCE~084 

. REGION 10 
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 

Seattle, Washington 98101-3140 

JUN -2 2014 

Certified Mail Return Receipt Requested 

Ms. Lisa Arkin 
Executive Director 
Beyond Toxics 
P. 0. Box 1106 
Eugene, Oregon 97440 

OFFICE OF 
COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT 

Re: December 12, 2013 Petition for Community Epidemiological Investigation 
Curry County, Oregon 

Dear Ms. Arkin: 

I am writing in response to your December 12, 2013 petition to the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) in which you described your concerns regarding the aerial applications of herbicides on timber 
lands near Gold Beach and Cedar Valley, Oregon. Specifically, you requested that EPA: (1) review and 
evaluate the Oregon Department of Agriculture's (ODA) investigation of the Gold Beach and Cedar 
Valley's complaints regarding aerial spraying; (2) require label restrictions on herbicides and adjuvants 
that are utilized within five miles of a "vulnerable area;" (3) evaluate whether the aerial applications of 
October 16, 2013 violated the provisions of the Clean Water Act (CW A) or the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA); and (4) analyze the Oregon Forest Practices Act against the CW A, the Clean Air Act (CAA) and 
the ESA. 

EPA Region 10 has been working with the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry 
(A TDSR), ODA, EPA Headquarters and several EPA Region 10 Offices in an attempt to address and 
answer your petition. 

1) Request for EPA to Review and Evaluate ODA's Investigation of the Gold Beach and Cedar 
Valley's complaint 

You requested that EPA review and evaluate ODA's investigatioTI"ofthe Gold Beach and Cedar Valley 
complaints. We have been in direct communication with ODA since the beginning of the incident. We 
have held several conference calls on the progress of the investigation, spent two days at the ODA 
Salem office speaking with the lead investigators and thoroughly reviewing the preliminary case file, 

· and conducted a site visit in the Gold Beach area to speak with ODA, Crook Timber, and concerned 
residents. Based on these activities, we feel that ODA has conducted a complete and thorough pesticide 
investigation of the October 16, 2013 complaints. 

2) Request for further label restrictions on herbicides for use within five miles of a "vulnerable 
area" 

You requested that EPA require label .restrictions on herbicides and adjuvants that are utilized within 
five miles of a '4vulnerable area." We understand your concerns and the need to feel protected from 
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n'sks posed by pesticide exposure. EPA has a number of processes in place that directly address these 
types of concerns. 

First: EPA conducts an extensive review of each and every pesticide (including herbicides) prior to 
determining if it should be registered and what uses are allowed. The EPA bases its determination on an 
assessment of risks that includes scrutiny of product ingredients; the site or crop on which it is to be · 
used; the amount, frequency and timing of its use; and storage and disposal practices. Directions for use 
and precautionary statements on the product label must be written in such a way that, when adhered to, 
allow the pesticide to be used without posing unreasonable adverse effects on humans and the 
environment, iricluding non-target species. 

Second: EPA currently is in the midst of a periodic re-evaluation of all registered pesticide active 
ingredients, mandated by FIFRA section 3(g) to occur in 15-year cycles (now in the first cycle). This 
periodic re-evaluation, or "registration review," is intended to keep pace 'with scientific developments 
and evolving EPA policy on pesticides. Registration review culminates with a decision about whether 
or not the pesticide under review continues to meet statutory standards, and if not, how the risks 
associated with the use can be mitigated. 

Registration review is conducted on a case-by-case basis so that EPA's decisions can be based on the 
risks associated with individual pesticides. In general, the Agency does not believe that across-the
board (as opposed to case-by-case) actions, such as unifonn-sized buffers around areas treated with 
pesticides, are effective or scientifically defensible.1 EPA recently published for public comment a draft 
method for assessing the risks associated with pesticide drift, 2 and is currently using that method in 
registration review. From now forward, every pesticide re-~valuation will include an assessment of the 
risks posed by pesticide drift to bystanders-people who live, work, go to school, orplay in close 
proximity to areas where the subject pesticide is applied. If mitigation is necessary, implementing 
buffers around areas where pesticides are sprayed is one means of reducing the potential of bystanders to 
be exposed to pesticide drift. Other approaches may include reductions in application rates or 
prohibitions on aerial application. 

The registration review schedule, and information on the results of past reviews can be foimd on Office 
of Pesticide Program's website.3 

EPA recognizes that weather and topographic factors unique to your part of Oregon and elsewhere may 
not be addressed specifically in our risk assessments. EPA uses "worst-case scenarios" and other 
conservative assumptions in its risk assessments to ensure that the results of the assessments are 
protective of a wide variety of conditions. Equally important, EPA reviews and considers incident 
reports from· communities like Gold Beach and Cedar Valley where people may have been affected by 
pesticide drift to detennine if further regulatory action is necessary. The Office of Pesticide Programs 
has been paying serious attention to these incidents and encourages people to report specific occurrences 
of drift or other pesticide exposures to them, their families, their pets, livestock, gardens, and farms, 

1 The Agency recently replied to a pelitioil from a number of farmworker and environmental advocacy organizations that 
asked, among other things, that the Agency require specific buffers around areas treated with a particular set of pesticides. 
The Agency's response to that petition expands on the buffer discussion. The petition and the response can be found at 
httn://www.regulations.gov/#!docketDetail:D=EPA-HO-OPP-2009-0825. 
2 htto://www.reguJations.gov/#!docketDetail:D=EP A-HQ-OPP-2013-0676 
3 http://www.epa.gov/oppsml l/rcgistralion review/schedule.htm, 
htto;//jaspub.eoa.gov/apex/pesticides/f?p=CHEMICALS EAR CH : 1 :0: :NO: 1 
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wildlife, or natural resources to state and local authorities and to the National Pesticide Infonnation 
Center4 so they can be reviewed and considered (e.g., during registration review). 

3) Request for EPA to determine whether the aerial applications violated the CW A or the ESA 

You also requested that EPA evaluate whether the aerial applications of October 16, 2013 violated the 
provisions of the CW A or the ESA. As you know, ODA took seven samples across four residences 
during their investigation of the aerial application by Pacific Air Research (PAR). The results showed 
that two out of the seven samples had chemical residues matching the active ingredients found in the 
tank mix prepared by PAR. These samples were collected from trees and shrubs in residential yards, not 
from the creek that runs through Cedar Valley. This is the standard sampling procedures for 
detennining if pesticides moved off target because trees and shrubs do not move and will more likely 
retain product that drifts onto them. If the pesticides did contact the creek water, the concentration 
would have to exceed the water quality bench mark established by the Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality (ODEQ) for the application to have violated the CWA. ODEQ has only 
established a water quality bench mark for 2,4-D, one of the two active ingredients found in the 
neighborhood. The water quality bench marks for 2,4-D is I 00 micrograms per liter or 100 parts per 
billion (ppb). EPA 's acute Human Health Benchmark for triclopyr in drinking water is 1650 ppb (see 
http://iaspub.epa.gov/apex/pesticides/t'?p=HHBP:home). Although ODA foliage samples cannot be 
compared directly to water quality criteria, for perspective, the largest residue concentration found on 
the residential properties was 11 ppb triclopyr and 16 ppb 2,4-0. These numbers are below EPA's · 
Human Health Benclunark for triclopyr and ODEQ's water quality benchmark for 2, 4-D. Granted, 
these values were from samples collected 6 days after the application and are therefore, lower then what 
would be expected at the time of the application. However, we still do not have any conclusive evidence 
that the October 16, 2013 application violated the CW A. If you have additional questions or would I ike 
more infonnation on CW A violations in Oregon, please contact ODEQ at (503) 229-6691 . 

In regards to your claims concerning possible violations of the ESA, EPA does not have the authority 
under the ESA to make a determination of a violation of that Act or take any enforcement action under 
the ESA. The ESA is administered by the United States Department of Commerce's National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) and the United States Department of Interior's Fish and Wildlife Service 
(FWS) (collectively "the Services"). However, if EPA had infonnation related to a violation of the ESA 
due to an application of a pesticide, the Agency would share it with the Services. To date, EPA has not 
received this type of information to share with the Services. 

4) Request for EPA to analyze whether the Oregon Forest Practices Act complies with the CW A 
or the ESA 

Finally, you also requested EPA to analyze the Oregon Forest Practices Act against the CW A, CAA and 
ESA. Unlike the EPA' s review of state programs that it authorizes under the CW A or the CAA, 
Oregon's Forest Practices Act (FPA) is a state law, not under the purview of the EPA, therefore an 
evaluation against the CW A, CAA, and the ESA is not conducted prior to the state's adoption and 
implementation. A cursory review of the FPA does not reveal that it contradicts any of these statutes. 
EPA understands that forest operations5 must be in compliance with Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality's (ODEQ) rules and regulations, including those relating to air and water 

~ http:lnpic.orst.edu/: telephone (800) 858-7378 
5 Operations are defined by ORS 527.620 found at http://www.oregonlaws.org/ors/527.620 
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pollution control (OAR 629-605-0130). Rules and regulations adop t<.-:d by ODEQ must be at least as 
stringent as the federal requirements (under C\VA and CAA) in order for the state to ha\·e recci\·ed 
authorization to implement C\VA (NPDES Pennilting) and CAA (Stationary Source Pennitting. 
\Voodsto\·cs. :\ESHAPs Asbestos) programs. 

from what we understand. implementing rules ck,·eloped under the FPA have considered the C'vV A and 
ESA after they were introduced in Oregon legislative sessitms and Senate Bills. For example. 
legislation in 1991 (Senate Bill 1125) required the Oregon Department of Forestry (ODF) determine the 
cumtdative effects of forestry on air, water, so il. fish. and natural resources. This resulted in state stream 
protection rules (OAR 629-635 to 660) that include best managcmenl practices for protecting streams 
and meeting water quality standards (temperature. turbidity and anti-degradation). 

In closing. EPA Region I 0 will continue to work with the agencics involved in investigating the October 
2013 herbicide applications induding the A TSDR. ODA. ODF. Oregon Health Authority to ensure any 
enforcement issues are fully evaluated . I apprcciatc your concerns and the assistance you arc pro,·iding 
to the Orcgi.m residents located within Gold Beach and Cedar Valley. If you have additional questions. 
please cnntaet me at 206-553-1679 or by email at 111cl~1ddl·11 .k clh·r(/ cp<U.?.Ll\ or Chad Schulze. FIFRA 
case officer at 206-553-0505 or by email at sc ilul1.c.chad!i1 cp<U!O\. 

cc: John and Barbara Burns 
Keith Wright 
Thomas Pitchford 
Mike O\·crden:st 
Michelle and Gene Martin 
Jim Welsh 
Chuck Ott 
Katheryn and Eric Riekarcl 
Gary and Aimee Fletcher 
ClintLlll and Sandy Smith 
Beau Hanson 
Susan Ncurath, A TSDR 
Karcn Larson. ATSDR 
Oak Mitchell. ODA 

Sincerely . 

. -V1 eQ_ v.8 ~t· /)·1:-ij-_;, .l ttc~ 
(..... 

Kelly McFadden. Manager 
Pesticides and Toxics Unit 
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